Abstract: This article looks at the mutual relations and links between globalisation and the integration of countries within the European Union. As the economic sphere is undergoing unrestrained globalisation, the position and sovereignty of nation-states is being weakened and politics is becoming harnessed to the economy. The relationship between the economy and politics is thus changing and there is a need to regulate the economy at a supranational level. The European Union has the potential to make positive use of the trend towards globalisation and limit its negative impacts on the economic, social, ecological and cultural levels. This requires, however, deeper integration and further harmonisation of the countries of the European Union in the economic and political spheres. In order for the countries to come closer together, as the current situation requires, a European people (or demos) and a European public space must be created.
Globalisation versus European integrity
The concept of globalisation reflects an extremely complex and complicated process which affects all areas of society and so we may encounter numerous different definitions and approaches that can be used to analyse how it unfolds and the ensuing consequences. Some authors welcome globalisation enthusiastically and are optimistic that it will solve some of the fundamental issues confronting humanity. By contrast, a further group of authors views it in terms of danger and they focus primarily on the negative aspects such as the entrenching of existing differences between rich and poor countries, increasing differences in social standing within individual countries, the plunder of natural resources and the disruption of the natural ecological equilibrium, which may lead to the end of humankind (see, for instance Giddens 1999) . Globalisation occurs on an economic, social, cultural and political level and within each of these it has varied and distinctive consequences, which social science subjects to detailed analysis in within its various disciplines. Our position tends more towards the group of authors who analyse globalisation from a sociological perspective. The core of globalisation is found in the economy, where it unfolds unrestrainedly and uncontrollably, joining the world as one, linking it together to form a whole. It establishes itself unequally for those who work as a consequence of VAT rate increases has resulted in the diminished purchasing power of the population and a deterioration in their social status. Insufficient public resources are causing the deterioration of social services, healthcare, education, culture and the end result is also a fall in growth rates. In order for states to be able to maintain social services at an appropriate level, they are having to borrow money on the financial markets and become indebted.
The unrestrained and unregulated process of globalisation is accompanied by a weakening of the traditionally strong links in the cultural sphere of society, which is now beginning to be washed away under its influence. The cultural models, values and norms that glue local societies together are disappearing. This is accompanied by the dissemination of a mass culture which has no value and encourages people into consumerist lifestyles, superficial experiences and virtual reality, and in this way is destroying not only individual consciousnesses but also civil society as such. It is disseminated through advertising, mainly in the mass media, through the products of mass culture, particularly the cinema, and forces the consumer into a certain consumerist style of behaviour, which young people, in particular, who have yet to form their own value systems are willing to accept. Consumerism is to become the main meaning of life; a mark of prestige and membership of a social group. Instead of having a rich spiritual life, full of internal experiences, a kind of virtual reality is proffered. The frustration caused by insufficient social interaction, egoism and individualism may lead to a rejection of the values of society and other cultural models of behaviour and the collapse of internal integrity. As a consequence, civil society is being distorted and the creation of an active civic political culture is being prevented.
The financial and economic crisis which afflicted Europe from 2008 onwards was not simply accompanied by the classical manifestations of crisis, such as a decrease in production levels, falling GDP and rising unemployment, but spilled into a debt crisis for some of the Eurozone countries and threatened the existence of the euro as the common currency of the European Union. The countries of the Eurozone and the EU institutions frantically sought ways of reversing the risks of the countries affected going bankrupt. In the Greek case, the pressure of events led to the approval of a 110 billion euro loan to be financed by the Eurozone countries, the European Commission and the IMF to varying degrees. When other countries found themselves in danger, the European Financial Stability Facility, also known as "the bailout", was drawn up and approved. It provides risk countries with loans totalling 400 billion euros, in the form of bonds, which are guaranteed by the individual countries of the Eurozone. So that the bonds would be awarded the highest AAA rating by the rating agencies, they were issued only under guarantee of the Eurozone countries with the highest ratings, which means that in practice the actual amount available is only 200 billion euros. In this case, the countries did not deposit cash directly into the fund, but simply guaranteed the total amount of the loan. This type of fund was used by Ireland (85 billion euros) and later Portugal (78 billion euros). Later, the decision was taken to create a permanent European Stability Mechanism (ESM).
The problems presenting a danger for the common currency of the euro occurred due to the fact the Eurozone contains countries with unequal levels of economic and social development. A common currency requires a harmonised monetary and economic policy. The single currency policy is secured by the European Central Bank; however, fiscal policy is implemented by the individual countries independently. The common framework for fiscal policy within the member states is stipulated within the Stability and Growth Pact, which holds that the state budget deficit should not exceed 3 percent and that the public debt of the country should not be greater than 60 percent of GDP; nonetheless, the majority of countries have not adhered to these stipulations. There were been no clear sanctions for breaking the Pact, and those that did exist were not utilised. In the period of general boom and economic growth, this did not cause any real problems and so breaking the Pact was tolerated. The EU institutions have, therefore, prepared a whole series of specific measures designed to tighten financial discipline for all the member states. These include the Competitiveness Pact and the Euro Plus Pact and most recently at the last European council summit held on 8 and 9 December 2011 the decision was taken to create a fiscal union (European Council. Brussels, 9 December 2011).
The economic crisis, therefore, fully revealed the friction between the single currency policy as implemented by the European Central Bank and the isolated fiscal policies of the individual countries within the Eurozone. This contradiction has to be removed and a coordinated and common fiscal policy established in order for the currency union to function. Some analysts and politicians in the Union argue that the loans do not solve the problems faced by indebted countries, but simply postpone and exacerbate the problems that in fact require immediate bankruptcy. Others believe that bankruptcy and debt restructuring would have a negative impact on the financial system of the other countries and this would affect the whole Eurozone more adversely than providing loans would. The debate has, therefore, been reduced to whether the crisis should be solved by the combined forces of the whole of the EU and the gradual deepening of integration, harmonisation, the creation of economic union, fiscal union and political union or whether each state should focus exclusively on solving its own problems. Harmonising the countries of the EU is, however, hampered by the growth of nationalism and isolationism in various member states. Deepening integration requires changes at the political and economic level, but also requires civic changes-the creation of a European people.
Globalisation does indeed create enormous potential for economic growth, but making use of this potential is dependent on politics. There is a need for a new kind of relations between the economic and the political, and for new mechanisms for regulating the economy. Since global capital has outgrown the borders of the nation-states, the starting point can only be drawing up regulatory mechanisms at the level of communities of states and global organisations and bodies (UN, World Bank, IMF, and so forth). These, however, mostly take decisions that are in the interests of the strongest financial groups and they are not controlled by anyone and are not accountable to anyone. It is true that there are mechanisms to ensure that the states and regions are represented; however, this is conceived of in the interests of maintaining the balance between the financial groups and not as democratic controls on behalf of other bodies representing the citizens. They were set up initially as organs relating to the UN, which were to come under the supervision of the UN Economic and Social Committee; however, these links have gradually disappeared.
If these regulations were to be set up only in some parts of the world, then there is a risk that financial capital would relocate to areas where there are no such clear cut rules. The EU, as one of the strongest economic global groups, however, has an opportunity to implement these regulations across the globe along with the other main global players such as the USA, China, India and the BRIC countries. Should it be necessary, it is possible to create global institutions which would supervise compliance with these regulations, monitor banking and so on.
The people in democracy and nation-states
The European Union is a community of nation-states, which, although they have handed over some of their competencies to the organs of the Union, maintain their own sovereignty. The need to harmonise the EU member states, deepen integration and create common fiscal or taxation policies, as the current economic crisis clearly shows, is hampered by isolationism and nationalism within member states. Logically, therefore we may ask whether the EU is and will continue to be simply a community of strong states or will it overcome national insularity and isolation to create a new community or indeed a new society and move towards federalisation? One of the main arguments given by eurosceptics is the claim that the organs and institutions of the European Union have no legitimacy, since there is no European people, or demos, which would delegate its competencies to the institutions of the EU (Scharpf 1999, 187; Weiler 1995) .
Symptomatic of the bourgeois revolutions of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries was the process of civic emancipation that was associated in Europe and Northern America with the process of national emancipation. After the revolutions, nation-states emerged as the basic organisational unit of developing societies. The modern nations of Europe were formed in various different ways, depending on their own historical development and with the state being influenced by a variety of things. In some cases, the state preceded the nation i.e. it was decisive in the emergence of the nation (for instance, in France), while, in other cases, existing nations created their own states. In the state, nations find a key instrument for shaping all their attributes. It enables them to codify written languages, create their own symbols (such as national anthems, flags, etc), to support their own national culture, and with compulsory school attendance, teach and celebrate the history of the nation, etc. Nations, therefore, emerge as organic societies based on common languages (although the language is often moulded within the common state), a shared culture, history and traditions, etc (Heywood 2004, 51-88) .
On the other hand, the state draws all its legitimacy from the nation (the people), that is nations as organic, natural societies, which the people create, which serve the people and which is held to account for all its activities. At the same time, the government of each state fulfils a certain social and cultural function, the political establishment is supported through social cohesion, a people united by their fundamental values. The concept of the people, therefore, is not synonymous with the concept of nation; it is more political rather than ethnic/cultural in nature and it is used to express the direct link between politics and the running of the state and society; hence, it is associated with the concept of democracy. (Sartori 1993, 23-41) It is associated with civic emancipation, with the promotion of democracy and so the concept of "the people" does not refer to a cultural entity, but rather to a community of citizens. The people (the citizens) hand over their competencies in elections to the representative bodies, which are thus given legitimacy and govern in accordance with the interests and needs of the people. Linking the nation with the state in the nation-state seems to be eternal and unchanged in this context. For the nation as a cultural society the state is needed to maintain and develop the nation's identity and the state can legitimately exist, gain its legitimacy and legality only if the people participate in creating it, that is, through civic organisations within the state structures.
Since civilisation emerged in Europe and developed over several hundreds, even thousands, of years, the nations (and their prerequisites) were formed over a very long period of time, they brought together various tribes, nationalities, "ethnoi", which fought cruel wars amongst themselves in their attempts to rule one over another. During these wars, culture, language, common traditions combined together and were enriched. The winning tribes and nationalities forced their culture on their subordinates, but at the same time took a little of their culture in return. In this way, a very rich and varied mix of culture, tradition and language emerged which was to become the mainstay of the emerging nation states after the bourgeois revolutions.
The current process of economic and political integration within the European Union, which requires the harmonisation of states, often comes up against nationalism. There is no such thing as a European "demos", or a European people, since it has not had the opportunity nor the prerequisite conditions for it to emerge. In terms of the historical emergence of the nation-states, they developed their own "demoi" and the politicians jealously guard this exclusivity. So long as the basic unit of development in political society is the nation-state then it is natural that a European "demos" cannot emerge. If the European Union is to go down the road of federalisation then it will need to overcome the distrust between the nations and the insularity and create a European people (citizenry), i.e. a common European identity shared by the citizens of the member states. It does not mean, however, that the national identities of the individual nations should be suppressed. National identity will remain intact and a European state identity will be created, which will be linked to citizenship.
National and state identity
National identity, which creates the basis for citizenship, for state sovereignty, is deeply embedded in the culture of a nation and creates an outlook that changes only gradually over time. Identity has many different levels-cultural, political (state, sovereignty), economic and social. All these different levels dynamically influence national identity and the formation of an identity of a higher order-a European identity.
The process of creating a European identity is an expression of a paradox: on the one hand, there is a real need for integration, and on the other, the reality is that Europe is constituted as, and for the time being will remain as, a Europe of nations. European unity can only occur with the help of the nations and their specific characters, not in opposition to them (Briška 2002, 59 ).
The concept of identity itself has both positive and negative aspects.
Cultural identity does not function simply as a means of differentiating, but is also a means of internally identifying, which means combining the different and varied groups of individuals into a societal whole, which is governed according to the same set of values and principles (Hajko 2005, 10) .
A positive (internal) moment occurs when a person identifies with his/her nation, has a feeling of fraternity, affiliation with the society, based on a sharing of values, traditions, language, myths and symbols. Even this identity, however, is not monolithic and has many different layers or levels. In his speech at the ceremonial session of the European Parliament to mark the 20th anniversary of the Velvet Revolution, Václav Havel stated that our identity is created not only by what is unique to us as individuals, but also by certain socalled layers of identity. The identity of each of us is moulded, to a greater or lesser extent, by our membership of family, community, region, firm, church, association, political party, nation, sphere of civilisation, and, last but not least, of the planetary community. All this has to do with various sorts of homes we can have: based on geographical location, or on opinion, language and ethnic or other grouping. These all help create us. It is also connected with our various types of ownership, our goals, our affinities, inclinations, our sources of pride, our emblems, traditions, customs, habits and peculiarities (Havel 2009 ).
The negative (external) aspects are held in the fact that a nation-state is defined in relation to other subjects, emphasising its differences in terms of culture, language and religion, so that its own identity can be demonstrated and strengthened on that basis. This aspect of defining a national identity comes to the foreground at times of war and conflict, which the history of Europe is rich in, and this aspect of identity has to be gradually overcome.
The European Union is formed of sovereign states, which differ in terms of their economies, cultures and social structures, which in turn also determine their distinctive nation-state interests. At the same time, however, the cultural identity of each European nation exists on the basis of a deep shared common European identity of a specific shared history, shared culture, and the common values of Europe as the cradle of civilisation. The fundamental pillars of western European culture are considered to be Greek philosophy, Roman law, Christian morality, rationality and logocentrism. Great progress was made, particularly during the period of rationality and enlightenment, when values such as the liberty of the individual, human and civil rights and liberties, the separation of the church from the state, democracy, market economics, constitutionalism, tolerance, and the protection of minority rights were all put into social practice following the bourgeois revolution. The identity of all the European nations was built upon these pillars, creating deep foundations of traditions and the culture of the nations of western Europe and it is on these that it is possible to create a new layer of European identity. In Havel's speech mentioned earlier, he stated that Europe's rich spiritual and cultural history-combining elements of Antiquity, Judaism, Christianity, Islam, the Renaissance and the Enlightenment-has created an array of indisputable values, to which the European Union pays lip service, but which it often regards simply as pretty packaging for the things that really matter. But aren't these values what really matter, and are not they, on the contrary, what give direction to all the rest? (Havel 2009 ).
This does not, however, mean that the creation of a European identity will be automatic; rather it will create good conditions for it.
European Union citizenship as the basis for creating a European identity
Citizenship embodies the relationship between the individual as citizen and the state. On the one hand, the state guarantees the basic rights of its citizens (civil and political), protecting its citizens, and on the other, it requires, in return, the fulfilment of certain duties (paying taxes) and loyalty, that is, a positive relationship to the state. Civic identity, then, refers to a positive relationship to the state, an identification with the values that the state represents and puts into practice. The concept of "people" or "demos" is linked to the concept of the citizen of a given state, who has certain rights and duties and contributes to the running of that state and society. It means that national identity and state identity are not identical concepts, but that they differ in terms of content and under certain conditions and in certain circumstances these may naturally separate.
There is, therefore, no European people and thus far there could not have been; only citizens and citizenship existed within the boundaries of the nation-states, where they were "bound" together with cultural identity and all the relics, prejudices, distrust, fears and old historical injustices. These prejudices and historical injustices were often deliberately wheeled out by the political elite for the purpose of maintaining political power and uniting the nation in the face of external threats etc. It is only within the framework of the EU that conditions are being created to gradually overcome these prejudices and create a European people. In this respect, the whole of the previous development of European society has been important, singularly demonstrating the advantages of economic cooperation, the creation of a common economic policy, the adoption of the common currency, the euro. On the basis of the successes in economic integration, political integration is now beginning. In this respect, the adoption of European citizenship and the creation of the common Schengen Area are significant.
There have been a number of attempts to deal with the issue of the legal status of the citizens of the member states of the Community and the Maastricht Treaty enabled citizenship of the European Union to become embodied as a basic subjective public right. This change was legally embraced with the adoption of the Treaty of Lisbon and the Charter of Fundamental Rights. The Treaty specifically states that "every national of a Member State shall be a citizen of the Union. Citizenship of the Union shall be additional to national citizenship and shall not replace it" (The Treaty of the EU, Title II, Article 9).
Every citizen remains a citizen of their own state, where that citizen is guaranteed civil rights and freedoms and at the same time becomes a citizen of a higher body-the Union, which extends human and civil rights and guarantees then on the territory of the Union. Thus a new relationship between the citizens of the Union and its institutions emerges and there is a new quality or new layer to citizenship at the level of the union. "European citizenship has great potential, both normatively (as a model of citizenship beyond the nation state), and practically (as a tool for demos-formation)" (Warleigh 2003, 110) .
From a constitutional perspective, citizenship is defined as a permanent legal binding between a natural person and the state, from which arises a series of mutual rights, liberties and obligations on the sides of both citizen and state and which are guaranteed by the state, allowing the citizen to actively participate in the political, state, economic and cultural life of the state and society (Posluch and Cibulka 2006, 187) .
Some authors define citizenship via three categories of rights: civil rights, political rights and social rights (Marshall 1963) . Citizenship provides citizens not only with privileges, but also contains certain responsibilities and duties vis-à-vis the state and/or community which must be fulfilled. D. Heater refers to these duties and obligations as "civil virtues" and sees them in terms of loyalty to the state and a willingness to accept the responsibilities and fulfil the roles that life in a particular community brings with it. Civil virtues are not an automatic consequence of understanding civil rights, but have to be inculcated and supported. Thus, in many states citizenship education forms part of the general curriculum or is provided by NGOs (Heywood 2004, 209) .
It is important to note that state citizenship is only one of a number of identities that a citizen holds. Thus Heater talks of multiple citizenship, which recognises that a citizen has a wider circle of loyalties and responsibilities other than those relating to his/her nation-state (Heater 1990 ). Citizenship does not simply relate to state identity; a citizen may identify with the region or area in which he/she lives, or with a supranational society. The relationship the individual has with the state is simply one of these significant identities and so in terms of liberal democracy it is possible to talk of "limited citizenship" (Heywood 2004, 209) .
EU citizenship creates a legal relationship between the citizen and the European Union (and its institutions), which is gradually gaining political, social and cultural substance. With the growing use of civil rights and freedoms which the Union provides, loyalty towards these institutions will be generated, and alongside this citizens will gradually begin to identify with the Union and become part of its collective identity. In this we see the future of the creation of a European citizenship and the creation of a European "demos". A new level of identity is being created in European citizens that is linked to the European Union and its institutions, which will protect them and create a European area of security and stability, and gradually loyalty towards these institutions will be generated. In this way a European identity and a European consciousness will be created alongside the nation state identity. Citizenship is not simply based upon ethnic identity, but also on state identity and loyalty, thus the creation of a European identity does not mean the suppression of national identity. "A Euro-demos is thus not equivalent to a nation, because it focuses on civic inclusion and shared values rather than common traditions, ethnic identities or cultures" (Chryssochoou 1998 , 89-98 cited in Warleigh 2000 .
It is important now that all the elements of distrust, the prejudice and all that separates us as a consequence of the historical development of Europe are removed and that attention is focused on all the shared things that have been bequeathed to us historically, that connect us, and that are to be found in the roots of our development. Therefore, many important figures have repeatedly called for the European Union to define its basic cultural values, particularly following the accession of the countries of central and eastern Europe. By clearly defining exactly what they are, the foundation will be laid for building a common European identity J. Habermas and other theorists have called for the creation of a common European public space at the intellectual, mass media and political level, where common European cultural values, needs and interests would be debated.
Specifically, I want to focus on one aspect of mass attitudes relevant to EU governance: the existence (or not) of a common EU policy space. As Sharpf notes, one key aspect of the democratic deficit is the lack of a Europe-wide policy discourse. In national contexts, this discourse and policy space is usually defined by a simplifying language-often referred to in terms of ideology-that facilitates political communication and competition (Weiler et al. 1995, 7) .
The Treaty of Lisbon lays down the conditions for creating a similar common European public space, a European public and the creation of the civil society of the Union.
The European Union contains within it European political parties which may receive funding from the EU and create a network of civic associations and NGOs operating all over the Union and liaising with the organs of the Union. There has been an attempt to create a common mass media environment, which would help common problems to be aired and debated. The European Union is thus trying to set up the material, institutional and financial conditions required for the establishment of a public sphere, for a civil society within the Union, a kind of mechanism enabling permanent consultation with the organs of the EU. This is a pathway that will lead to the formation of a European awareness of the citizens of the Union, and based on the shared European cultural values, the citizens will gradually create new identities and citizenship within the Union.
Creating a European public space, where debates will unfold on the most important interests and needs of the EU and creating an EU civil society will help to shape European citizenship, a European awareness of the citizens of the Union and eventually it will create a European "demos" as an association of citizens based on their shared loyalty to a European federal state. The European "demos" will give legitimacy to the institutions of the EU and it will monitor their activities in such a way that they express the interests of its people. Creating a European society does not, therefore, mean suppressing national identity. The aim of harmonising the member countries is not to create a European nation, but a European people, while maintaining all the national features and characteristics. It is essential that the required democratic mechanisms are further developed in order that the people can delegate their sovereignty to the European representative bodies and that these are then held to account. In this case, European society will be able to implement policies that represent its interests and will be able to limit the economic power of financial capital and give the globalisation process a human, social and ecological dimension. The European Union, as one of the strongest economic communities, can strive to ensure that the principles of limiting the economic power of the global financial capital and supranational corporations in the interests of the policies, needs and interests of the citizens are implemented throughout the world.
